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Advisory Action 

The amendments will not be entered because they change the scope of the 
claims. In view of the arguments, the independent claims have been amended to recite 
that one or more different external security modules are being paired with a single 
digital data reception equipment. This feature would need to be further searched and 
considered. However in the interest of compact prosecution, the claims as amended do 
not fully support Applicant's alleged difference between cited prior art and the claims. 
Particularly, the recitation of "one or more" renders the argument of whether or not the 
prior art teaches pairing multiple cards to a single device moot because the scope 
covers just a single card pairing to a device. As such, the prior art would only have to 
teach one security module pairing to one digital data reception equipment in order to 
read on the claimed subject matter. 

Furthermore, the amendment to claim 36 is unclear. It is not understood what 
the phrase "plurality of access control cards of one or more external security modules". 
It was thought that access control cards are external security modules. However this 
phrasing seems to imply the access controls cards somehow contain external security 
modules. This too is confusing because electronic type cards have internal security 
modules. 



/M. R. V./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



